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RQMANS ii. 14, 15. 


For when the Gentiles, which have not the Law, 
do by Nature the Things contained in Law, 
theſe having not the Law, are a Law unto 
themſetves. 

Which fhew the Work of the Law written in 
their Hearts, their Conſcience alſo bearing wit- 
neſs, and their Thoughts the mean while ac- 
cuſing, or elſe excuſing one another. 


ls Paſſage of Scripture hath been gene- 
Js rally miſinterpreted, The Apoſtle hath here 
B28 been underſtood to favour certain Opinions 


d themſelves ſufficient to diſcover and perform 
the Terms of our Juſtification: His Words have been 
ſo repreſented as if he ſhould ſay, that the Gentiles who had 
no revealed Law could from the bare reaſoning of their 
own Minds, and from attending to the Dictates of their 
own Conſciences, come at the Knowledge of what State 
they were in, and what Duties Go pd required of Perſons 
in ſuch a State; and that he ſhould afirm in the Words 
of the Text, That every one may find within himſelf the 
Rule of Right, and Obligations 10 follow. it. Now theſe 
Opinions being deſtructive of the Chriſtian Faith, which 
acknowledges but one Means of Juſtification — Being fo 
much cried up and countenanced in the preſent Times, 
wherein ſuch religious Paradoxes have but too many Ad- 
vocates — And being alſo ſo ſtrongly eſpouſed by © 

B Looſe- 


Nes about the Light and Law of Nature, as of | 


The Law 
was the Law 
of Moſes. 
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(2) 
Looſe-Thinkers and Actors (a numerous Body in this 
Metropolis) who maintain ſuch Opinions for the Sake of 
their Conſequences. For thoſe Reaſons the Subject in the 
Text will be every way proper for the preſent Occaſion 
and therefore without further Preface I ſhall proceed to 
ſhew the Senſe and Meaning of the Apoſtle's Words. 
Now the State of the Caſe was this: Some of the Jetos, 
who had received the Faith of CHRISH, were yet very 
zealous of the Law, and the Meſaical Rites z — They had 
a ſtrong Opinion, that it was neceſſary ſtill to obſerve 
them; — And they maintained, that the Gentile Converts 
ought firſt to become Proſelytes of the Jewiſh Covenant of 


| Circumciſion, and ſubmit to the whole Law, before they 


could enjoy the Benefits of the Goſpel. 

To prevent the dangerous Effects of this Doctrine, is 
the chief End propoſed in the Epiſtle to the Romans, and 
in the Words, now read, the Apoſtle particularly applies 
himſelf to the Reaſoning of thoſe Jewiſß Chriſtians, and 
proves that it was not neceſſary for the Gentile Converts to 
ſubmit to the whole Law. — For, ſays he, When the 
Gentiles, &c. And, 

In order to ſhew the Force of the Apoſtle's Argu- 
ment contained in theſe Words, and to prove that they do 
not treat of the Light or Law of Nature, it will be 


proper. 


FIRST, To define and ſettle the Meaning of the 
'Terms here uſed. — And then, 

SECONDLY, To ſhew, that the Meaning put 
upon them is founded on Scripture, and Matter of Fact. 


By Gentiles are here meant any Perſons who were 
not of the Jewiſh Nation, and yet did the Things con- 
tained in the Law. And this 

LAW, which the Gentiles obſerved, was that ſame 
by which St. Paul ſays, * The Jeus knew the Will of 
COD, — In which they reſted, — and of which they 


» Rom. ii. 17, 18, 23, 25. 


made 


* (3) 

made their Boaſt, — out of which they were inſtructed, 
— from which they learnt to approve what was excellent, 
— and by which if they tranſgreſſed it, they were to be 
judged. — Circumciſion was a Part of it. — And the 
Jews by breaking it diſhonoured GOD. From thoſe 
Paſſages which occur in this Chapter to omit others, it is 
evident that by the Law is here meant, as in moſt other 
Places of Scripture, the written Law of Moſes : And in- 
deed the generality of Commentators, though greatly 
miſtaken in the vw nh: Argument, do yet agree, that 
this is the Law of which he ſpeaks in the firſt Part of 
the Verſe, and that he means no more by the Gentiles 
not having it, than their not having it in Writing among 
them. 


THtese Gentiles then, who had not the Law of Moſes Nature de- 


in Writing, are ſaid to do by Nature the Things con- fin 
tained in it. Nature cannot here mean the Light of Na- 
ture: For how could the Light of Nature lead the 
Gentiles to do the Things contained in the Law of Moſes ? 
It cannot ſignify the Religion of Nature, both becauſe 
the Things contained in that Law, viz. The Neceſity of 
our Redemption by CHRIST, and Purification by Blood, 
make no Part of this Religion; and alſo becauſe our 
Naturaliſts have attempted to ſhew, that the Maſaical 
Rites are directly contrary to the Nature of Things. To 
do what was contained in the Law by Nature, was not to 
do it by any innate or implanted Principles; for ſuch we 
have none. — It is not by intuitive Knowledge, for that 
we cannot have; — or by Knowledge without Means, for 
that is the Attribute of Go p alone. In none of theſe 
free-thinking Senſes can St. Paul uſe the Word in the 
Text : For he is not treating of the Method by which 
the Gentiles came to the Knowledge of the Law, bur 
their Reaſon for obſerving it; he doth not ſay, 7bey 
learnt, but they did, by Nature the Things of the Law ; 
ſo that Nature was not that which diſcovered the Action, 
but it was the Motive to act; it was the Authority 
upon which the Gentiles did, and not the Faculty or 
Power by which they 2 the Things of the Law. 

2 And 


* From vw © 
naſcor, &. 


How a Law 
- unto them- 


ſelves. 


(4) | 
And this Diſtinction ſhews, that the Apoſtle: neither 
means the Light, or the Law of Nature; but he uſes the 
Word, as indeed its “ Deriyation imports, for that 
which grows up with us, our Frame and Conſtitution, and 
ſuch Habit or Cuſtom is, even to a Proverb: And in 
this Serffe. it is always uſed either for Nature, as the 
Frame and Conſtitution of any Thing; or what by Habit 


becomes ſuch. And in this laſt Senſe (if it be a different 


Senſe) the Apoſtle uſes the Word in the Text, The 


Jews had indeed another Authority, viz. The inſtitution 


of Moſes ; but the other Nations had only Cuſtom for it; 
that was their Authority, (as it will hereafter appear,) 
they received the Things contained in the Law by a 
traditional account from their Parents, and for that Rea- 
ſon obſerved them. This then being the Senſe of the 
Word, it is uſed with great Propriety in the Text; as it 
is alſo demonſtratively true in Fact, that the Gentiles did 
obſerve from Cuſtom or Habit (which is the ſecond Na- 
ture) the Rites and Ceremonies of the Moſaic Law. 
TAE Apoſtle then ſays, That Cuſtom was the Motive 
or Reaſon by which the Gentiles did the Things contained 
in the Law of Moſes : But how then were they by doing 
thoſe Things, what he next declares they were, A Law 
unto themſelves ? > Could they find within themſelves the 
Rule of Right, and Obligations to follow it? If they 
could, then they might find within themſelves the Terms 
upon which they, tho' Sinners, were to be ſaved; and 
they who can diſcover thoſe Terms by a proper Exerciſe 
of their intellectual Faculties ſtand in no need at all of a 
Revelation; ſo that this Poſition will make the Chriſtian 
Revelation needleſs ; For its very Being depends upon the 


From Rom. ii. 27 this Diſtinction is evident, where @vo is 
oppoſed to yeaumun, as different Motives or Authorities. 

> Biſhop Butler's Sermons, Firſt and Second, on Rom. ii. 14, 15, 
Page 32. Every one may find within himſelf the Rule of Right, 
and Obligations to follow it. This St. Paul affirms in the Words of 
the Text. Pelagius on Rom. ii. 14, 15. ſpeaks of ſome Sort of 
Juſtice, which Man could obtain by his own Power, without the Help 
of Grace, only by following the Light of Nature. So Calmet and 
Whitby talk of the Light of Nature and Conſcience as a Rule, and 
moral Works as Terms of Juſtification. Not ſo St. Paul. 


Cer- 


4 
Certainty of this Truth, That: fallen Man could not from any 
Concluſions of his own Reaſon, either diſcover or perform the 
Terms upon which he might be - ſaved. And is it not eraſing 
the Foundations of this Truth, for a Man to pretend that 
he hath a Director within him, by which he, tho* a Sinner 
(and who is not?) can find out the Rule of Right, and 
Obligations to follow it, and can diſcover the Terms of 
Salvation without the Aſſiſtance of what is revealed? All 
ſuch Pretences to inward Light and Self-ſufficiency are 
mere Enthuſiaſm : For ſuch inward Light 'is needleſs, 
if Revelation be our Guide; and if that inward Light be 
our Guide, Revelation is needleſs. — Gop doubtleſs 
would not give us two ſufficient Guides, becauſe one of 
them muſt be given in vain 3 and therefore if Gop hath 
given us Directions — If thoſe Directions are recorded in 
the Scriptures — And if the Scriptures be an outward 
Rule, to which it is our Duty to conform our Thoughts 
and Actions, from hence it is evident, that à Law unto 
themſelves can never mean, that Mankind hath an inward 
Rule of Right within himſelf, and Obligations to follow 
If, . 
Bu T of what Law is St. Paul here ſpeaking? He 
hath three times before in this very Verſe uſed the Word 
for the Law of Moſes; and 1s it not abſurd to ſuppoſe he 
means any other Law, when continuing to ſpeak of the 
ſame Perſons conſidered in the very ſame reſpect, he ſays, 
That the Gentiles by doing the Things contained in the 
Law of Moſes, were the Law unto themſelves? Doth he 
not here plainly affirm, that they were the Law of Moſes 
unto themſelves ? But in what Senſe then? It myſt be 
remembered, that the Perſons here treated of, did the 
Things contained in the Law of Moſes ; Now tho? they 
had not that Law in Writing, yet by doing the Things 
contain*d therein, tho* their Motive for doing them was 
different from that of the Jeus, it was the ſame Thing 
to themſelves, as if they had the written Law : For their 
cuſtomary Obſervance was that Authority to them, which 
the Law of Moſes was to the Jes. The Gentiles having 
not the Inſtitution of Moſes, are yet an Inſtitution to them- 


ſelves, and do themſelves ſupply the Place or Defect = 
that 


he 


Written in 
their Hearts. 
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that Inſtitution 3 they are their own Authority, or they 
are an Authority to themſelves — Evidence againſt them. 
ſelves that they were Sinners — Wanted Redemption — 
And that Blood was neceſſary to purify them — Ang 
make them fit for Admiſſion into the Preſence of Go» 
So that theſe Gentiles, who had not the Law of Miſes 
written in Letters, were the Law to themſelves, not by 
having the Rule in themſelves, bnt as they by the 
cuſtomary Obſervance of the Moſaic Rites, anſwered 
the End of the written Law, and did the ſame religious 
Actions as the believing eus, and with the ſame View 
only their Motives were different. 
TRESE Gentiles then, who did the Things contained 
in the Law of Moſes, thereby ſhewed, that the Wort g 
the Law, that which the Law was to work, and thoſe 
Effects, which it was given to produce among the Jezy;, 

were written in their Hearts. | 
TO write in the Heart 1s certainly a figurative Ex. 
preſſion : For nothing can in any other Senſe be written 
there, than by its making an Impreſſion, and being recorded 
there. Now what was written, was what the Law was to 
work, viz. © Belief in the Neceſſity of our Redemption 
% by CyRisT, and Purification by Blood.” And 8. 
« Paul ſays, the Gentiles obſerved thoſe religious Cere- 
monies, which ſhewed they were convinced of thel: 
Doctrines by Nature; and ſurely the Religion of N.. 
ture could not convince them of theſe Doctrine; 
They make no Part of bat Religion, Which is 1 
further Proof, that by Nature cannot be meant the 
Religion of Nature in the Text. For St. Paul is not ſhew- 
ing how the Gentiles came to the Knowledge of the 
Doctrines, but what Diſpoſition of Mind ſuch Perſons 
muſt be in, who performed the typical Services contained 
in the Law; which Performance, he ſays, ſhewed, that 
they were convinced of the Truth of the Doctrines which 
thoſe Services were to exhibit. How they came to be 
written in the Heart, he is not enquiring ; he only aſſerts, 
that the Gentiles ſhewed by their Actions, that they were 
written there — They did the Things contained in the 
Law of Moſes — They ſhewed by doing them, that what 
theſe 
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theſe Things were intended to work and effect was im- 
printed upon their Minds — So that their ſnewing, that 
they had ſuch an Impreſſion on their Minds, is here men- 
tioned as a Conſequence of certain Actions. The Impreſ- 
fon did not lead them to do the Actions, but the Actions 
ſhewed, that there was ſuch an Impreſſion. For as the 
Heart is the Spring of Action, and as we act according 
to what is in our Thoughts, or in our Hearts, ſo by doing 
the Things contained in the Law of Moſes, the Gentiles 
hewed, and that by the plaineſt Proof which could be 
given, that what the Law was to work, was to them a 
Principle of Action, and had made a deep Impreſſion 
upon their Minds. Now this which was written in 
their Hearts was the Subſtance of what the Law was to 
york, and not the Religion of Nature: It was not 
implanted or written there by innate Ideas, becauſe 
rothing was written but what had been revealed; 
nd what Occaſion was there to reveal what was before 
mate? And how can any Thing be inferred from hence 
n favour of any Light or Law of Nature, which ſhould 
contain Truths written in the Heart without a Revelation, 
when the Apoſtle is treating only of revealed Truths, and 
the Impreſſion they had made upon the Mind ? 

Or thoſe Gentiles then who were Doers of the Law, Conſcience 
&, Paul proceeds to declare, that their Conſciences bore them defined. 
Witneſs. ** Now Conſcience is that Act of the Mind 
* which compares the Conformity or Obliquity of our 
is 1 Actions with ſome right Rule,” The Rule in the 

the peſent Caſe is the Law; for the Gentiles are here conſi- 
1ew-Micered in no other Light than as Doers of it. And 

their Thoughts or Reaſonings between this Rule and 
ſons Mitheir Actions bore them Witneſs, and led them to accuſe 
'nelMithoſe Actions which erred from, and to excuſe thoſe 
that Which conformed to this Rule; and thereby whilſt this 
hich g Faculty was thus exerciſed on its proper Rule, theſe Ends 
bez which the Law was to effect, were anſwered among the 
erts, N Centiles— They kept Faith and a good Conſcience, and 
wereWere to be juſtified before Gop in the Day when be 
the e judge the Secrets of Men by JESUS CHRIST. 
hat So that Conſcience in this Place being exerciſed * 


The Argu- 
ment in the 
Text. 


N 

the Law as a Rule, and the Actions of the Gentiles as 
conforming to, or erring from it, natural Conſcience 
therefore cannot be here meant: Beccauſe the A poſtle 
is ſpeaking only of what was revealed — The Conſcience 
was exerciſed about what the Law was to work, and that 
made no Part of the Religion of Nature — It was exer- 
ciſed only about Revelation, therefore it cannot be inferred 
from hence, that it is any Law of our Nature to follow 
the Dictates of our Conſciences without attending to 
what is revealed: And what Authority then is there 
from this Text to prove the natural Supremacy, or Pre- 
rogative of Conſcience? — A Revelation is made — 
The Gentiles (ſo far as they know it) conſider it as a 
Rule of Action — By looking upon it in this Light, they 
ſee that it is their Duty to conform to it — And when 
they do, their Conſcience reflecting on the Rule and 
the Action - approves what is done, and of Courſe 
diſapproves what doth not conform. — Here is no- 
thing ſaid in this Caſe about the natural Supremacy 
of Conſcience, or about our Judgments of right and 
wrong without the Knowledge of ſome revealed Rule; 
and therefore. it is certain, that the Conſcience here 
treated of, was exerciſed only about the Things contained 
in the Law of Moſes as a revealed Rule of Action. 

TAE Apoſtle's Argument then in the Words of the 
Text as they have been now explained, ſtands thus — 
A dangerous Error had prevailed among the Jewiſb 
Chriſtians — They held it to be neceſſary, that the 
Gentile Converts ſhould be circumciſed and ſubmit to 
the whole Law before they could enjoy the Benefits of 
the Goſpel — The Apoſtle ſtrenuoully . oppoſes this Er- 
ror, and among other Arguments uſes this in the Text 
to overthrow it. For, ſays he, When the Gentiles who 
have not the written Law of Moſes, do the ſame Actions 
as the Jews, do the Things contained in the Law, and 


with the ſame View, only upon a different Motive, 


the one by Cuſtom or Habit, the other by the Inſtitution 


See Biſhop Bueler's Firſt and Second Sermons, Entitled - Upon 
the natural Supremacy of Conſcience. N 
O 
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of Moſes; theſe Gentiles though they have not the Lato 
in Writing among them, yet by doing the Things contained 
in it, they are the Law to themſelves ; Supplying fo far 
as they do thoſe Things the Place of the written Law, 
or the Want of the Meſaic Inſtitution : Being Doers 
therefore of the Law, they are as properly qualified to 
be admitted into the Privileges of the Goſpel, as the 
Jews themſelves who were its Hearersz For as they 
ſhewed by their Actions, that what the Moſaic Law as 
to work and effeft was written in their Hearts, and that 
they had that ſame right Diſpoſition of Mind, which 
it was to work and effect in the Fews, and for which 
the Jews were to be juſtified ; from hence the Conſe- 
quence is direct and logical, that ſuch Gentiles were 
as forward in Chriſtianity as the Jews themſelves, and 
there could be no Neceflity for their ſubmitting to the 
Moſaic Law, when they had already attained the prin- 
cipal End, which that Law was given to attain 3 and 
therefore they need not now ſubmit to the Law, as the 
Means They had attained the End, ſo the Means 
were needleſs, and of courſe they might, being equally 
qualified with the Jews, be admitted to the Privileges 
of the Goſpel without being circumciſed, and ſubmitting 
to the whole ceremonial Law, 

Tr1s Argument then of St. Paul's not only doth 
not relate to, bur intirely deſtroys that free-thinking No- 
tion, of Man's being juſtified by the Law of Nature; and 
the Force of it is not to be evaded if the chief Thing 
ſuppoſed in it can be proved, viz. That there were 
Gentiles who did obſerve the Things contained in the Law 
of Moſes; and this I am to conſider under my Second 
general Head, which was to prove 


SECOND LY, That the Meaning put upon the Words 


a Rom. ii. 26. The uncircumciſed (Gentiles) could keep (ra Nr 
ala) thoſe Points of the Law which <vere to juſtify. And ver. xxvii. 
They could fulfill, ( anſwer the End of] the Laco; theſe two Paſſages 
demonſtrate that I have fairly ſtated the Apoſtle's Argument. 


C of 


The Law be- 
ing ſpiritual, 
pointed out 
ſomething. 
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of the Text is founded on Scripture, and Matter of 
Fact. And this will appear: 


1/t, FRom Scripture, by proving what it was the 
Law pointed out. And 

2dly. FRom Matter of Fact, by ſhewing that the 
Gentiles did obſerve that which it pointed out. 


Now what the Law pointed out was the Neceſſity of 
our Redemption by CHRIST, and Purification by 
Blood. At firſt View it preſents to us, a Syſtem of 


religious Services, made up of Types and Emblems ; 


and that theſe typical Services had a meaning well un- 
derſtood, * Moſes himſelf aſſures us. And had he not, 
the Reaſon of che Thing would ſpeak aloud for itſelf; 
for if the bodily Action had been all that was required, 
then the Action of the Mind, which is the Eſſence 
of every religious Service, would have been wanting ; 
there would be no Opportunity to give Gop, what he 
chiefly requires, the Heart and the Affections; > and 
the Jews could not have ated as Perſons who had Souls 
to be faved. But it is certain, that each Part of Man 
is to do its Duty in this State of Trial, and where Gop 
requires the Performance of certain outward Actions, as 
the Types before, and the Sacraments ſince Cu RIS 
came, he thereby treats Man according to his Conſtitution 
and his State, by inſtituting certain ſenſible Objects, 
to give him the neareſt Ideas of thoſe Objects which 
are ſpiritual : For if ſuch be the Conſtitution and State 
of Man, that as a Creature he cannot have, and as a 
Free Agent he ought not to have any Ideas inherent or 


In theſe Paſſages F 1. Of Sacrifices. Exod: xxx. 15,16. Lev. ix. 15. 
xvii. 11. Numb. xxviii. 22. Deut. xxxiii. 19. F 2. Of Circumciſion. Lev. 
xxvi. 41. Deut. x. 12,16. xxx. 6. 5 3. Of Ablution. Lev. xiv. 6, 7, &c. 
xvii. 15, 16. Numb. viii. 6, 7, &c. xix. 19, 20. 5 Of meditating 
on the Law. Deut. vi. 6, &c. Deut. viii. 5, 15, 16. xii. 28,* &c. he 
. the ſpiritual Senſe, and that expreſly, literally, and without 
a Figure. 

» Rom. vii. 14. viii. 6. To be carnally minded is Death, but to be 
ſpiritually minded is Life and Peace. 2. Cor, iii. 6. The Letter (of the 
Law) killeth, but the Spirit giveth Life, : 


innate 
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innate, then the Reaſon is evident, why Gop ſhould take 
ſuch a Method; and when he teaches men ſpiritual 
Objects by the Types and the Sacraments, that being the 
only Method we can now be taught them, is there- 
fore agreeable to the Nature of Things, and the State 
of Man. And not only Moſes, and the Reaſon of the 
Thing, but later Parts of Scripture explain the prin- 
cipal Types; they ſhew that Cyur1sT was the Perſon 
whom they pointed at, and that in him they were all 
fulfilled, | 
HE is faid to be * The End of the Law — Of him It pointed 
Moſes wrote — of him the Scriptures teftified — © The Fa- out Chritt. 
thers were ſaved, even as we by the Grace of our LORD 
JESUS CHRIST — © The Goſpel of GOD concerning 
his Son JE SUS was preached by the Prophets in the Holy 
Scriptures — And to him give ALL the Prophets Wit- 
neſs, that through his Name whoſpever believeih in bim 
ſhall receive Remiſſion of Sins, The Scriptures then 
plainly declare, that CHRIST was pointed out by the 
typical Rites and Services of the Law. But 
Tnar which was the higheſt Act of Religion among It pointed out 
the Zews, and among the Gentiles alſo, whereby he was Chriſt by Sa- 
prefigured and pointed out, was Sacrifice: * For be e 
was the Lamb virtually ſlain from the Foundation of the 
World — s By Faith in bim Abel offered a more excellent 
Sacrifice than Cain — ®And by the ſame Faith Moſes kept 
the Paſſover and the Sprinkling of Blood — CHRIST 
being our Paſſover who was ſacrificed for us * And 
who hath now put away Sin by the Sacrifice of bimſelf. 
CnR1sT therefore was pointed out by Sacrifices; they 
were Types inſtituted to keep up and preſerve the Know- 
ledge of what he was to do and ſuffer ; and Means to 
lay hold of by the Hand of Faith, the Merits of his 
future Death and Sufferings : For they not only pointed ' 
him ont in a general View, but they alſo ſhewed the ＋ 
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principal End of his coming into the World, to effect 
our Redemption by the offering of the Body of FESUS once 
or all, 
Which Sacri- 4 Ir is one of the firſt in order of revealed Truths 
fices pointed — That without ſhedding the Blood of Cirisr 
ſity of our Re- there is no Remiſſion : ---- For if Gop required Sacri- 
demption by fices as abſolutely neceſſary for the Remiſſion of Sin, 
Chriſt, this proved, that the Sacrifice of Cur1sT was abſo- 
lutely neceſſary to aFtain that Remiſſion. The Neceſ- 
ſity of the Types proved the Neceſſity of the Anti- 
type: For if it be the Eſſence of a Type, That it be an 
outward and viſible Sign inſtituted by GOD to repre- 
' lent ſome ſpiritual Perſon or Object; and if Sacrifice 
was inſtituted to be the outward and viſible Sign of 
CnRISTͤ, then Gop's requiring Sacrifice as abſolutely 
neceſſary to attone for Sin, was requiring, and that 
in the ſtrongeſt Manner, the Neceſſity of CHRIST's 
making the Atonement. The Type was only an out- 
ward Sign to keep in mind what was ſignified thereby, 
ſo that if Gop required the outward Sign, he mult 
of Neceſſity require the Thing ſignified : Becauſe he 
inſtituted the one in order to attain the other; and 
by ſuch Inſtitution he made the Relation between them 
as certain as between the Means and the End. Sacri- 
fice therefore being a Type, could not be inſtituted 
for its own Sake — The Merit of the Action lay in 
conſidering what it ſignified ; for it was not the bare 
Offering, but the Intention, the Faith of the Offerer, 


which made the Sacrifice a fweet-/melling Savour unto 


GOD. It was the Duty of every Offerer to look 

upon it as, what it was — It was a Type — He was not 

then merely to offer — To reſt in the Offering would 

be denying Things to be what they are : But it was 

his Duty alſo to conſider what was typified, and what 

was intended to be kept up by the outward Act of 

— offering; CHrisT, and what he was to do and ſuffer 
for us, were the Things intended to be kept up by 

the outward Act; and therefore theſe were the Things, 
which 


( 13) 


which it was the Duty of every Perſon to look at 
when he offered, 

THis it was then to facrifice worthily ; not to 
reſt in the outward Act, but to look by the Eye of 
Faith beyond it: For when the Sinner brought a clean 
perfect Creature to be ſacrificed Laid his Hand 
on its Head — And ſhed the Blood, the Life, of the 
Creature — This indeed was doing what he was com- 
manded, but not all, The Service of the Mind was 
alſo required, and that was to regard the Intent of 
the Action — To confeſs, that the Death the Creature 
ſuffered was what he deſerved — That he had for- 
feited his Life — That it was not in his own Power 
to reſtore it — And that it could not be reſtored, but 
by the Merits of that great Sacrifice, which he hoped 
in, and believed would in the Fulneſs of Time, be 
offered up for his Sins. This was making a truly 
Chriſtian Confeſſion of his Faith; and this Confeſſion 
all worthy Offerers did make; and therefore did con- 
clude from the Neceſſity of the Type to make an Atone- 
ment for Sin, that the Auli- type muſt be much more 
neceffary. | 

Tus Law therefore by requiring Sacrifices as abſo- 
lutely neceſſary for the Remiſſion of Sins, did plainly 
point out and prove, that there could be no Redem- 
ption without the Sacrifice of CHRISTHꝗ: For Remiſſion 
of Sins muſt be previous to Redemption; and if there 
could be no Remiſſion without ſhedding of Blood, 
then certainly without it there could be no Redemption. 
St. Paul applies the typical Services to CHRISH, and 
the Redemption under the firſt Teſtament, to the Com- 
pletion of our Redemption by him, when he ſays, 
That CHRIST being become an High Prieſt of good Things to 
come, not by the Blood of the Sacrifices, but by his own Blood 
entered once into the Holy Place, having obtained eternal Re- 
demption for us. This was perfecting and fulfilling what 
was typified under the Law: For when the Apoſtle 
repreſents CHrIsT as our great High Prieſt — As 
ſhedding his Blood for us — And offering himſelf with- 

out 
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out Spot to Goy — As entering into the Holy of 
Holies — And appearing before the Mercy Seat, in the 
Preſence of Gon — There preſenting to the Father the 
ſweet-ſmelling Sacrifice of his Son. — Doth he not, by 
repreſenting in this Manner what CHR1sT really com- 
pleted, prove, that what the High Prieſt did, prefi- 
gured what he was to do? All the Ideas in this 
Deſcription are borrowed from the typical Services, and 
CHRIST is ſaid to have fulfilled what they ſignified. 
What he fulfilled, was*our Redemption by his Death 
and Sufferings; and therefore it is evident, that the typi- 
cal Services did ſignify our Redemption by CHRIST: 
For when the Apoſtles ſpeak of CHRIST putting away 
Sin by the Sacrifice of bimſelf — Of his redeeming us by his 
Blood — Of his being the Lamb of GOD who taketh away 
the Sins of the World — And of the offering himſelf, and 
thereby perfecting for ever them that are ſanctifed. By 
uling theſe Expreſſions to deſcribe the Completion of 
our Redemption by CHRIST, Do they not prove, that 
the Sacrifices were Types of that Redemption? For, if 
they had not pointed out and foretold ſomething, How 
could they deſcribe what was fulfilled? The Relation 
then between the Ideas of SACRIFICE and CHRIST muſt 
have been well underſtood, before the ſame Terms could 
have been deſcriptive of them both; and indeed without 
that Relation, our Redemption by CHRIST, being a ſpi- 
ritual Effect, would not eaſily have been underſtood: For 
the Sufferings of CR IST, his ſhedding his Blood, and 
his Death, were but the viſible Parts of his Atonement — 
The Chief of this great Action lay between Gop and 
HIMSELF — Inviſible to all others — And this Part a 
Man can no more conceive or expreſs, than he could 
have ſuſtained it — The Weight CHr1sT ſuſtained was 
was infinite, and the Action was ſpiritual z and we have 
no Words, for we converſe with no Objects from whence 
to take them, which can give us adequate Ideas of what 
is infinite, or of thoſe Actions which are purely ſpiritual. 
In all ſuch Caſes, the beſt Teacher is Gop ; and the 
Scripture Ideas are the perfecteſt we can have; and if our 

; Redem- 


(15) 
Redemption by CHRIS be there deſcribed by Ideas taken 
from the Sacrifices, it will follow not only that the Sacri- 
fices did point out our Redemption by CHRIST, but alſo 
that they ( when. rightly underſtood ) will give us the 
beſt Ideas, and of courſe the cleareſt Evidence of that 
Redemption. 

Taz Law of Moſes then it appears did point out 
ſomething by its Types and Emblems — It pointed out 
by them the Perſon of Cyr1sT —- Particularly it pointed 
him out by Sacrifices, which typified what he was to do 
and ſuffer for us — The Neceſſity of theſe Sacrifices 
proved the Neceſſity of Car 1sT's Sacrifice — And Gop's 
requiring them as neceſſary for Redemption, proved alſo 
the Neceſſity of our Redemption by CHRIST ; and there- 
fore it is evident, that the Law pointed out, and proved 
the Neceſſity of our Redemption by CaR1sT, and Puri- 
fication by Blood. 

THxe only Thing then remaining to be proved, is 


2dly. To ſhew from Matter of Fact, that the Gentiles 
did obſerve what the Law pointed out. And 


Tuis the Apoſtle declares in the Words of the Text, 
he ſays, They DID the Thiugs contained in the Law of Moſes, 
and ſhewed by ſo doing, that what the Law was to work 
and effect was written in their Hearts; and thereby they 
gave Proof that they believed thoſe Doctrines which the 
Law was principally intended to point out. The Text 
then is a full and clear Argument for the Truth of this 
Propoſition, and upon that Footing I might reſt the 
Matter, were there not other Parts of Scripture which 
inconteſtibly prove this Matter of Fact, by ſhewing in 
what Manner the Gentiles became acquainted with the 
Things contained in the Law of Moſes. 

Now upon the Fall Moſes informs us, that a Reve- 
velation was made of the new Terms of Salvation, and 
that all the typical Services which were to give and pre- 
ſerve. the Knowledge of this Revelation were inſtituted ; 
Sacrifice in particular took its Riſe from hence : For at 
the End of the Days, i. e. at ſome ſtated time, Abel is ſaid 
to have offered thro Faith, Now it being impoſſible _ 
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tbe Blood of Bulls and of Goats ſhould take away Sin by any 


Virtue of its own, it was not likely that any Means, which 
had no apparent Connection with the End propoſed, 
ſhould be of human Invention to atone for Sin ---- And 
there being ſo ſoon after the Fall, a ſtated Time of Sacri- 
ficing, it is not probable that the Time of the Action 
ſhould have any more of human Invention in it, than the 
Action itſelf ---- And there being alſo Faith joined to the 
Offering, it is certain the Offering had a Relation to ſome 
ſpiritual Object, and as ſuch could have nothing of human 
Invention in it at all: For Faith being the Subſtance of 
Things hoped for, and the Evidence of Things not ſeen, it 
the Things hoped for and not ſeen, cannot be attained 
without Faith in CHRIST, and Faith in CHrisT cannot 
be attained without a Revelation, then it is certain Abel's 
Offering was of divine Inſtitution : Becauſe there could be 
no Faith in CHRIST, where there was no Revelation 
The Doctrine of Remiſſion of Sins, through Faith in his 
Blood, could not have been diſcovered by unafſiſted Rea- 
ſon ; and yet Abel had that Faith, and through it he 
offered. Therefore in direct Conſequence from each 
other there were REVELATION ---- FAITH ---- 
OFFERING ---- Revelation, without which there 
could be no Faith Faith, without which there could be 
no acceptable Offering --- And an Offering founded on 
Faith, which is founded on Revelation; and therefore 
offering Sacrifice was revealed upon the Fall, and as ſuch 
was of divine Inſtitution. 

AND as in all other chief Points of the Law, ſo eſpe- 
cially in this it is no more than a Renewal, and committing 
to Writing the ſame Terms of Salvation, which had 
been revealed- upon the Fall : For the chief Things con- 
tained in it are mentioned long before the written Law 
was given from Sinai. Offering Sacrifice which was the 
higheſt Act of Religion among Mankind, was in Uſe 
from the Fall downwards. The Patriarchs all ſacrificed. 
Thus did Fob continually. And befides the Sacrifice, all 
its Appendages and the ſacrificial Rites were inſtituted 
together: For later Scriptures lay near as much Streſs 
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upon them as upon the Sacrifice itſelf; ſo that by Parity 
of Reaſon, what was a neceſſary Part of every Sacrifice 
had an Inſtitution coeval with the Sacrifices : Becauſe 
if God would not accept Sacrifices without ſome parti- 
cular Rites, then theſe Rites were a Part of them which 
he did accept. And he accepted the Sacrifices of Abel, 
of Noah, and Abraham, Before they offered thereggre- 
theſe Rites were inſtituted, and of Courſe befofe the 
written Law; for it is mentioned before the written Law. 
that there was a Prieſt who had a Right to offer -- His 
Habits were appointed--- A DiſtinEion of clean and unclean 
Creatures was made --- An Altar was raiſed --- And there 
was a ſtated Time, at which, Sacrifice, with all its Rites, 
was to be performed. Theſe Points then being previous 
to Gop's accepting the Sacrifice, and thereupon pardon- 
ing the Sinner, muſt have had an Inſtitution prior to the 
offering the Sacrifice, and that Inſtitution was the Revela- 
tion made upon the Fall. 

HRE then the Scripture gives us a rational Account, 
by what Means the Gentiles became acquainted with, and 
did the things contained in the Law of Moſes : For the 
Law being but a Renewal of what had been before re- 
vealed, and was now committed to Writing, muſt be 
known to all thoſe who were deſcended from them who 
had Revelation. Adam had that Revelation --- Noah and 
his Sons had it, and conſequently their Children could not 
but learn from them thoſe Rites and Ceremonies which 
they ſaw their Parents practiſe, and in the Performance of 
which they themſelves were Aſſiſtants : And if the Gentiles 
knew this Revelation, they might do the Things contained 
in the Law of Moſes, without having that Law in Writing 
they need not ſurely be referred to the written Law to 
learn the typical Services, when there had been an In- 
ſtitution of them prior to that, and a Period before when 
they were obſerved by all Mankind. 

In Proceſs of time, indeed, after the Era of the 
Law, Men began to loſe Sight of the Reaſon and End 
of theſe Inſtitutions, and by Degrees ſtrangely corrupted 
what had been revealed. Bur yet what ſtrongly confirms 

the 
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the Apoſtle's Argument is, that they till obſerved the 


outward Part ; the religious Ceremonies were (as far as 
we know) for ſome Ages after the Law, univerſal ; for 
the higher we go in Antiquity, they are found to be 
more uniform, and conſiſtent with the Hiſtory of Me/cs. 
Even ſo low down as the Heathen Writings now remain- 
ing, we find the primitive Emblems made uſe of, and 
there is but little Variation in the minute Rites relating to 
Sacrifice --- The Hiſtorians and the Poets abound with 
Deſcriptions of Sacrifices---Of the great Efficacy of BI oop 
Of the Hopes they had that Gop would be placated and 
appeaſed by it And of the Holocauſts whoſe Smell 
they repreſent as grateful to the Deity --- And from thoſe 
Deſcriptions a Parallel might be drawn between them and 
the Jewiſh Ceremonies z but it would be here a needleſs 
Work, ſeveral learned Men have already done it, and 
every one's Reading will ſupply him with Inſtances 
enough It is ſufficient for my Purpoſe at preſent to 
alledge, what is a known and unconteſted Matter of Fat?--- 
That A LL Nations of the World offered Sacrifices, 
and for ſome Ages after the Law, with the ſame Rites as 
are there inſtituted, and whoever offered Sacrifice out of 
a right Principle, as St. Paul declares the Gentiles in the 
Text did, he certainly obſerved cobat the Law pointed out. 
As then there was a Revelation of the Chriſtian Reli- 
gion made upon the Fall, the predictive Part of the 
Evidence of which is in the Old Teſtament, and the 
Completion in the New; and as this Revelation was once 
known unto all Mankind, and was corrupted by their 


own wanton Imaginations ; fo from hence we have ſatiſ- 


factory Anſwers to thoſe boaſted Objections of modern 
Infidels --- Why was the Jewiſh Religion, confined to, and 
hidden in Types and Myſteries---Ihy was the Chriſtian Re- 
velation made ſo late --- How ſhall they be ſaved wwho perhaps 
never beard of it --- And why is it not now the Religion of 
all Mankind--- Theſe Objections it hath appeared are all 
founded (as I apprehend all Infidelity is) in Icnor ance; 
in Ignorance of the Evidence for, of the Deſign, and of 
the Meaning of Scripture; For the Text, as now ex- 
plained, is a clear Anſwer to theſe and many more ſuch 


like 
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like Objections, and fully proves that they are made in 
direct Oppoſition to Matter of Fact. But 
Ts I cannot now enlarge upon; I ſhall only ob- 
ſerve, that it is evident from the plain literal Senſe of 
the Words, from Scripture, and from Matter of Fact, 
that St, Paul doth not treat in this Paſſage of, nay 
therein overthrows all Pretences to, Man's being juſtified | 
by the Law of Nature. The Perſons he mentions, were 
ſuch only. as did the things contained in the Law of 
Miſes, and ſurely the Religion of Nature was not deli- 
neated in the Law of Moſes! This exhibites to us one great 
Truth --- That without ſhedding the Blcod of CHRIST 
there is no Remiſſien, and doth the Religion of Nature 
treat of any ſuch Doctrine? Are not Remiſſion of Sins 
in general, and Remiſſion of Sins by Blood, Points which 
make no Part of that Religion? And yet the Gentiles in 
the Text were convinced of ſuch Remiſſion ; they ſhewed 
by their Actions that they wanted it, and they performed 
all theſe typical Services, which kept up their Faith and 
Hopes in the Redeemer of the World - And therefore 
they neither learnt from their own Reaſon, from the Light 
of Nature, or from the - Fitneſs of Things; but from 
Revelation only did they learn to do the Things contained 
in the Law of Mofes - That was their Rule - To that 
they conformed --- And by their cuſtomary Obſervance of 
it were juſtified. And can we be juſtified by any other 
Means? Have we diſcovered that the Light of Nature is 
ſafer than the Light of Heaven --- Or that it is a Duty to 
follow the Fitneſs of Things, rather than the Laws of 
the Creator of all Things? Will Metaphyſicks guide vs 
better than Scripture, or Reaſon than Gop ? If ſuch Pre- 
tences to direct and fave ourſelves will not bear to be 
heard among Chriſtians, why then have ſuch Methods of 
Juſtification been ſupported from this Text ; they have 
in Fact no Foundation here, or any where elſe in Scrip- 
ture, and they are as oppoſite to our excellent Church as 
to Scripture itſelt : For the firſt Reformers have proteſted 
againſt ſuch Doctrines, and I ſhall prove the Truth of 
what hath been now ſaid, and ſhall chooſe to paſs my 
Cenſure upon all Pretences to Man's being juſtified by the 
Law 
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Law of Nature, by Morality alone, and ſuch like, in 


their Words rather than my own, which are that 
% They alſo are to be had accurſed, that preſume 


te to ſay, that every Man ſhall be ſaved by the Law or 


c Se& which he profeſſeth, ſo that he be diligent to 
6 frame his Life according to that Law, and the Light of 
« Nature; for Holy Scripture doth ſet out unto us owl 
&* the Name of Jzsvs CHRIST, whereby Men muſt be 
„ ſaved.” 


